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9/2/70 


£©ar Torn* 

Having just completed some writing that hea occupied most of my 
time recently, I began to do some filing, I found copies of ecu© of tte things 
for which X recently asked you, so I write to eliminate any work: poeetbl* for 
you and to correct a possible misapprehension* 

t 

You will recall my interest in your first knowledge of Ferries? as 
"ferrle% also as * Farry" , tfcu way it appears in the Marine transcript, CD 344; 43* 
From the documents at which you glanced it appeared that Agents Gerrets and 
Bice did not interview Ferric until ttxyrosy jjfcjfe 12j35 e.au 11/25/03 and that 
J. Philip Stein panned at 11 p*m* 11/24* Neither of these would hsvea m&o your 
knowledge in tiiae to have Marina questioned possible* However, the first page 
of your Control 520, of which I found a relatively clear copy in whet had been 
sent n» by the Archives, reports that one Donald Mitchell did phone your New 
Orleans office at 5 p*m* 11/24* I believe that, if you have no other recollection, 
this could have been relayed to and from you in timo to account for the question 
asked of i&rina# 

Bereading tnis report also answers the question, did tm FBI inter* 
view Ferri# before you did* It did not but reported to your agents afterward* 

This mailing also Included the last two pages of your Control 61* 

The lest sentence on the penultimate png© interests me, if you con provide say 
further Information* It reads, *The landlady at 4907 Magazine said that ©fcwald 
had very few Visitors and the only regular visitor he had was a Latin American 
male". It would seama that this was covered in reports from New Orleans as 
well as phone calls (indicated at top of page)* I am interested in this msn f s 
identification end the absence of reference to Ferrie'a naving gone to that 
aadrea* to melee inquiriea*I understand the latter was testified to in the Clay 
Shaw trial* X have no transcript of that testimony* 

Pafce 19 of your Control 407 wee ©Iso included. It give* no reason for 
the interview with v oebel. X suggested this may have been Is cause of his broadcast 
and asked you if you have the tape* Ihelest line reminds an that you hsv© never 
responded to my question, why was it necessary to get an additional print of the 
WtSU footage? The records date the first copy in the Archives, from both you and 
{ .i/j/t'JTS I* This say© you got a print 11 /S6/63* Have these two rolls ever Is on checked 
for editing, especially of the eppearsne© of the ether Oswald fcalper? 

Page 4 o€ your control 449, also included, soya w a separate report will 
be submitted* on Ferrie* Can this be identified at the Archive© or in your files? 
Can it be one of those missing? 


Sincerely, 


Harold Weiaberg 


